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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The reference listed in the Information Disclosure Statement filed on July 01 , 
2004 has been considered by the examiner (see attached PTO-1449 form). 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

On lines 2 and 4 of claim 1 "plurality of audio recordings" and "storing the 
plurality of audio recordings" is unclear to the Examiner because it seems that the audio 
recordings are being recorded twice. Please clarify. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

* 

3. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

In claim 1, Examiner considers recent video segment and current video segment 
as being referred to as a video segment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Walker (US 
Patent Number 6,744,922). 

Regarding claim 1, Walker discloses a method for creating a video program, 
comprising: 

receiving a plurality of audio recordings, each audio recording corresponding to a 
particular condition (news program) and a particular speaker (news caster) (see fig 1 , 
column 4, lines 7-12, fig 3 and column 5, lines 31-44), 

storing the plurality of audio recordings (see fig 4 (15) and column 5, lines 64-66) 

receiving a recent video segment, the recent video segment having an 
associated audio segment and featuring a selected speaker (see fig 6, column 9, lines 
57-67, column 10, lines 1-17, fig 3 and column 5, lines 31-44). 

receiving a current input, the current input related to at least one 
condition (see fig 2, column 5, lines 21-30, column 6, lines 15-18, fig 3 and column 5, 
lines 31-44); 

in response to receiving a request for the video program: 

converting the current input into a current video segment (see column 6, lines 4- 
21 and column 5, lines 31-44); 

creating a current audio segment corresponding to the current video segment 
using the stored audio recordings so that the current audio segment includes at least 
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one recording that corresponds to the at least one condition and to the selected speaker 
(see fig 6 and column 9, lines 57-67 and column 10, lines 1-17 fig 3 and column 5, lines 
31-44). 

combining the recent video segment, including the associated audio segment, 
the current video segment and the current audio segment into the video program (see 
fig 4, column 5, lines 58-67 and column 6, lines 1-64). 

* 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Walker 
(US Patent Number 6,744,922) and in view of Walsh et al. (US Patent Number 
5,952,943). 

Regarding claim 2, Walker discloses everything claimed as applied above (see 

* 

claim 1). However, Walker fails to disclose the method wherein the request for the 
video program includes an encoding parameter, further comprising: 

encoding the video program using an encoding scheme that corresponds to the 
encoding parameter. 

Walsh et al. discloses the method wherein the request for the video program 
includes an encoding parameter, further comprising: 
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encoding the video program using an encoding scheme that corresponds to the 
encoding parameter (see abstract, lines 1-9). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Walker's invention to include the above 
mentioned limitation as taught by Walsh et al. for the advantage of controlling the 
pictures so that an amount of encoded image data of each different picture is within a 

* 

predetermined value. 

■ 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Walker 
(US Patent Number 6,744,922) and in view of Walsh et al. (US Patent Number 
5,952,943). 

Regarding claim 3, Walker discloses everything claimed as applied above (see 
claim 1). However, Walker fails to disclose the method wherein the request for the 
video program includes a location parameter, and wherein the current input is related to 
a location that corresponds to the location parameter. 

Walsh et al. discloses the method wherein the request for the video program 
includes a location parameter, and wherein the current input is related to a location that 
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corresponds to the location parameter (see column 3, lines 57-67 and column 4, lines 1- 
9). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Walker's invention to include the above 
mentioned limitation as taught by Walsh et al. for the advantage of easily retrieving the 
data. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Walker 
(US Patent Number 6,744,922) and in view of Walsh et al. (US Patent Number 
5,952,943). 

■ 

Regarding claim 4, Walker discloses everything claimed as applied above (see 
claim 1). Walker discloses combining the recent video segment, including the 
associated audio segment, the current video segment and the current audio segment 
into the video program (see fig 4, column 5, lines 45-67 and column 6, lines 1-64). 
However, Walker fails to specifically disclose wherein the recent video segment is 
encoded, further comprising: decoding the recent video segment. 
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Walsh et al. discloses wherein the recent video segment is encoded (see column 
1, lines 29-30), further comprising: decoding the recent video segment (see fig 2 and 
column 4, lines 24-32). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Walker's invention to include the above 

« 

mentioned limitation as taught by Walsh et al. for the advantage of performing various 
effects which may be applied to the audio streams, for example volume control, audio 
effects etc. 

■ 

♦ 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

13. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Walker 
(US Patent Number 6,744,922) and in view of Kelly et al. (US Publication Number 
2006/0209090). 

Regarding claim 5, Walker discloses everything claimed as applied above (see 
claim 1). Walker discloses at least one condition (see column 5, lines 31-44). However, 
Walker fails to specifically disclose wherein the at least one condition corresponds to a 
weather condition. 
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Kelly discloses wherein the at least one condition corresponds to a weather 
condition (see paragraph 0002). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Walker's invention to include the above 
mentioned limitation as taught by Kelly et al. for the advantage presenting current 
weather conditions. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

14. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

15. Claims 6, 8-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Walker (US Patent Number 6,744,922) and in view of Walsh et al. (US Patent Number 
5,952,943). 

Regarding claim 6, Walker discloses a method for creating a video program, 
comprising: 

storing a plurality of audio recordings, each audio recording corresponding to a 
particular condition and a particular speaker (see fig 4 (15), column 5, lines 64-66, fig 3 
and column 5, lines 31-44), 

creating a first video segment from an audio/video input (see fig 1, 6, column 3, 
lines 64-67, column 4, lines 1-67 and column 5, lines 1-20), 
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creating a first video segment from an audio/video input, the video segment 
including a selected speaker (see fig 3, column 5, lines 31-44, fig 1 , column 3, lines 64- 
67 and column 4, lines 1-12); 

creating a first audio segment corresponding to the first video segment from the 
audio/video input (see fig 3, column 5, lines 31-44, fig 1, column 3, lines 64-67, column 
4, lines 1-12 and column 26, lines 4-9); 

■ 

creating a second video segment from a data input, the second video segment 
corresponding to a condition (see fig 3, column 5, lines 31-44, fig 1 , column 3, lines 64- 
67, column 4, lines 1-12, and column 18, lines 39-47); 

creating a second audio segment corresponding to the second video segment 
using at least one of the stored audio recordings that correspond to the condition and 
the selected speaker (see fig 3, column 5, lines 31-44, fig 1 , column 3, lines 64-67 and 

column 4, lines 1-12); 

combining the first video segment, the first audio segment, the second video 
segment and the second audio segment into the video program (see fig 4, column 5, 
lines 58-67 and column 6, lines 1-64). However, Walker fail to specifically disclose 
receiving a request for the video program, the request including an encoding parameter 
and encoding the video program using an encoding scheme that corresponds to the 
encoding parameter. 

Walsh et al. discloses receiving a request for the video program, the request 
including an encoding parameter (see abstract, lines 1-9) and encoding the video 
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program using an encoding scheme that corresponds to the encoding parameter (see 
abstract, lines 1-2). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Walker's invention to include the above 
mentioned limitation as taught by Walsh et al. for the advantage of controlling the 
pictures so that an amount of encoded image data of each different picture is within a 
predetermined value. 

Regarding claim 8, Walsh et al. and Walker discloses everything claimed as 
applied above (see claim 6). Walker discloses the method wherein the first video 
segment corresponds to a particular time period (see fig 6 and column 9, lines 57-67). 

Regarding claim 9, Walsh et al. and Walker discloses everything claimed as 
applied above (see claim 6). Walker discloses the method wherein creating a first video 
segment from an audio/video input (see fig 1 , 6, column 3, lines 64-67, column 4, lines 
1-67 and column 5, lines 1-20). However, Walker fails to specifically disclose decoding 
the audio/video input. 

Walsh et al. discloses decoding the audio/video input (see fig 2, 9 and column 4, 
lines 24-32). 

Regarding claim 10, Walsh et al. and Walker discloses everything claimed as 
applied above (see claim 6). Walker discloses the method further comprising: 
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storing the second audio segment and the second video segment (see fig 4 (15), 
column 5, lines 57-66 and fig 1-2). 

Regarding claim 11, Walsh et al. and Walker discloses everything claimed as 
applied above (see claim 6). Walsh et al. discloses the method wherein the request for 
the video program includes a location parameter, and wherein the current input is 
related to a location that corresponds to the location parameter (see column 3, lines 57- 
67 and column 4, lines 1-9). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

16. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

17. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Walker 
(US Patent Number 6,744,922) and in view of Walsh et al. (US Patent Number 
5,952,943) as applied to claim 6 above, and further in view of Kelly et al. (US 
Publication Number 2006/0209090). 

Regarding claim 7, Walker and Walsh et al. discloses everything claimed as 
applied above. Walker discloses at least one condition (see column 5, lines 31-44). 
However, Walker fails to specifically disclose wherein the at least one condition 
corresponds to a weather condition. 
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Kelly discloses wherein the at least one condition corresponds to a weather 

■ 

condition (see paragraph 0002). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Walker and Walsh et al's invention to include 
the above mentioned limitation as taught by Kelly et al. for the advantage presenting 
current weather conditions. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

18. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

19. Claims 12-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Walsh et al. (US Patent Number 5,952,943) in view of Walker (US Patent Number 
6,744,922). 

Regarding claim 12, Walsh et al. discloses a system for creating a video 
program comprising: 

a plurality of decoders supporting a plurality of encoding schemes, wherein a first 
decoder receives a first video input and decodes the first video input to create a first 
video segment (see fig 8 and column 8, lines 12-22); 
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a plurality of converters, wherein a first converter receives a data input that 
includes data related to a condition and creates a second video segment (see fig 1 and 
column 3, lines 42-56); 

a linear frame buffer (see column 4, lines 10-23); 

a plurality of encoders for receiving the video program from the linear 
frame buffer and encoding the video program (see column 6, lines 22-33). However, 

» ■ 

Walsh et al. fail to specifically disclose a selected speaker, a condition that creates a 
second video segment, assembling frames from the first video segment and frames 
from the second video segment to create the video program, an audio database that 
stores a plurality of audio recordings, each audio recording corresponding to a particular 
condition and a particular speaker, wherein the system creates an audio segment that 
includes at least one of the audio recordings that corresponds to the condition and the 
selected speaker to accompany the second video segment. 

Walker discloses a selected speaker (see column 5, lines 34-37) 

a condition that creates a second video segment (see fig 3 and column 5, lines 

31-44) 

assembling frames from the first video segment and frames from the second 
video segment to create the video program (see fig 3 and column 5, lines 31-44) 

an audio database that stores a plurality of audio recordings, each audio 
recording corresponding to a particular condition and a particular speaker (see fig 1, 2, 
3, column 3, lines 64-67, column 4, lines 1-12 and column 5, lines 21-44); 
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wherein the system creates an audio segment that includes at least one of the 
audio recordings that corresponds to the condition and the selected speaker to 
accompany the second video segment (see fig 3 and column 5, lines 31-44). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Walsh et al's invention with the above 
mentioned limitation as taught by Walker for the advantage of identifying and matching 
the appropriate video to the appropriate audio. 

Regarding claim 13, Walsh et al. and Walker discloses everything claimed as 
applied above (see claim 12). Walker discloses the system further comprising a video 
database for storing the second video segment (see fig 4, column 5, lines 57-66, figs 1- 

2). 

Regarding claim 14, Walsh et al. and Walker discloses everything claimed as 
applied above (see claim 12). Walsh et al. discloses the first decoder (see fig 2 and 8). 
However, Walsh et al. receiving the first video input from a database. 

Walker discloses receiving the first video input from a database (see fig 1-2, 4 
and column 6, lines 22-26). 

Regarding claim 15, Walsh et al. and Walker discloses everything claimed as 
applied above (see claim 12). Walsh et al. discloses the first decoder (see fig 2 and 8). 
However, Walsh et al. fails to specifically disclose receiving the video input in real-time. 
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Walker discloses receiving the video input in real-time (see column 13, lines 47- 

51). 

Citation of Pertinent Prior Art 

20. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

"Video Segmentation with the Assistance of Audio Content Analysis" IEEE, 

pages 1507-1510. 

Liu et al. (US Publication Number 2004/0030550) 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nnenna N. Ofurum whose telephone number is 571- 
270-1663. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30 AM-5:00 
PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vivek Srivastava can be reached on 571-272-7304. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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August 16, 2007 
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